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NOTE 



1 . Applicants' argument "modifying Park by reference to Wilkie is contrary to, and 
destroys, Park's disclosure of its core layer. The inventors of Park were specifically 
aware of void-free layer technology and opacifying agents, such as Ti0 2 pigment. 
Park's skin layers are disclosed as being void-free ... Nevertheless, the Park inventors 
specifically choose to make their core layer a voided core layer. Therefore, it would be 
completely contrary to, and destroy, Park's disclosure to modify its core layer by making 
it void-free." (Remarks, page 9, second paragraph) has been carefully considered, but is 
notpersuasive. First, the Examiner notes that whether Park inventors were aware of 
void-free layer is irrelevant to the relied upon prior art combination of Park in view of 
Wilkie. Second, the Examiner repeats (see Office action dated 9/22/2004, page 3-4 
bridging paragraph) that since both inventions of Park and Wilkie are directed to opaque 
multilayer films , they are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor. 
While Park's invention uses a voided core to provide opaqueness to the opaque 
multilayered films, Wilkie's invention is clearly directed to the same intended purpose, 
i.e., an opaque multilayer film, as set forth above. As such, while substituting Park's 
opaque voided core layer with Wilkie's nonporous opaque layer changes the physical 
structure of the core layer, it clearly does not destroy Park's principle of operation, i.e. 
to obtain an opaque multilayered film, and motivated by the desire to obtain an 
improved mechanical strength provided by a nonporous opaque layer, as taught by 
Wilkie, Applicants' argument to the contrary not withstanding. See MPEP 2143.01 
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With respect to Applicants' argument "By its plain meaning, a product's "principle 
of operation" is the underlying manner or method by which it operates or functions. 
Park's principle of operation is the provision of a void-containing core layer. Thus, 
modifying Park by reference to Wilkie . . . changes Park's principle of operation because 
it removes Park's void-containing core layer." (Remarks, page 10, third full paragraph), 
the Examiner notes that Applicants appear to be arguing "void-containing" is a 
necessarily required element to obtain an "opaque layer". The Examiner repeats (see 
Office action dated 4/9/2004, page 3) that Wilkie expressly teaches that oriented non- 
cavitated film layer is advantageous since cavities and voids reduce mechanical 
strength. As such, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of 
multilayer opaque film to modify Park's core layer with a lower melting opaque polyolefin 
layer, such as a layer of high density polyethylene mixed with a suitable amount of 
opacifying titanium dioxide, as taught by Wilkie, motivated by the desire to obtain a 
nonporous opaque multilayer film with improved mechanical strength. In other words, 
"void-containing" is not a necessarily required element to obtain an opaque layer, and 
Park in view of Wilkie renders the instant invention obvious. Additionally, Applicants' 
aforementioned argument (i.e., void-containing is required) also appears to be arguing 
the prior art references individually. In response, the Examiner respectfully asserts that 
one cannot show non-obviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. 

Finally, Applicants' statement "Wilkie's titanium dioxide-containing cold seal 
receptive layer "is not opaque in and of itself..."" (Remarks, page 1 1 , first full 
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paragraph) also argues the cited references individually, and fails to recognize that the 
combined teachings of prior references Park in view of Wilkie renders the instantly 
claimed invention obvious. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Victor S Chang whose telephone number is 571-272- 

1474. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Terrel H Morris can be reached on 571-272-1478. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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